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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to communications filed May 27, 2008. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-2, 4, 8-10, 12, 16-17 and 19 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Status of Claims 

3. Claims 1-2, 4, 8-10, 12, 16-17 and 19 are pending, of which claims 1, 9, 17 and 
1 9 are in independent form. Claims 1 -2, 4, 8-1 0,12,1 6-1 7 and 1 9 are objected to. 
Claims 7, 9-10, 12, 16 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101. Claims 1-2, 4, 8-10, 

1 2, 1 6-1 7 and 1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02 (e). 

Specification 

4. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: For example, claim 1 discloses "a memory..." but in the 
specification does not explicitly disclose "a memory...". Therefore, claims 1-2, 4, 8-10, 
12, 16-17 and 19 are objected to. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 9-10, 12, 16 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is not statutory for the following reasons: 

The claims lack the necessary physical articles or objects to constitute a machine 
or manufacture within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 101 . 

For example, claim 9 discloses "...a memory configured to store..." however, in 
the original disclosure does not explicitly disclose "a memory". Therefore, the claim 
does not inherently mean is directed to a machine. Only if at least one of the claimed 
elements of the system is a physical part of a device can the system as claimed 
constitute part of a device or combination of devices to be a machine within the 
meaning of 101 . 

They are clearly not a series of steps or acts to be a process nor are they a 
combination of chemical compounds to be a composition of mater. As such, they fail to 
fall within a statutory category. They are, at best, functional descriptive material per se. 

Descriptive material can be characterized as either "functional descriptive 
material" or "nonfunctional descriptive material." Both types of "descriptive material" are 
nonstatutory when claimed as descriptive material per se, 33 F.3d at 1360, 31 USPQ2d 
at 1759. When functional descriptive material is recorded on some computer-readable 
medium, it becomes structurally and functionally interrelated to the medium and will be 
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statutory in most cases since use of technology permits the function of the descriptive 
material to be realized. Compare in re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 1583-84, 32 USPQ2d 
1031, 1035 (Fed.Cir. 1994) 

Merely claiming nonfunctional descriptive material, i.e., abstract ideas, stored on 
a computer-readable medium, in a computer, or on an electromagnetic carrier signal, 
does not make it statutory. See Diehr, 450 U.S. at 185-86, 209 USPQ at 8 (noting that 
the claims for an algorithm in Benson were unpatentable as abstract ideas because 
"[t]he sole practical application of the algorithm was in connection with the programming 
of a general purpose computer."). 

7. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is not 
statutory for the following reasons: 

Computer-readable recording medium (defined in the original disclosure as 
including transmission, etc.): 

The claims fail to place the invention squarely within one statutory class of 
invention. On page 30 lines 26-27 of the instant specification, applicant has provided 
evidence that applicant intends the "medium" to include signals. As such, the claim is 
drawn to a form of energy. Energy is not one of the four categories of invention and 
therefor this claim(s) is/are non statutory. Energy is not a series of steps or acts and 
thus is not a process. Energy is not a physical article or object and as such is not a 
machine or manufacture. Energy is not a combination of substances and therefor not a 
composition of matter. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 1-2, 4, 8-10, 12, 16-17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Ohsaki et al. (US Patent No. 6,985,938 B2). 

1 0. Regarding claim 1 , (Currently Amended) Ohsaki teaches a system 
management method for associating at least a process object and at least a process 
that should be- executed for each process object with each node in a tree structure, and 
operating each node based on the tree structure so as to manage the process object 
and the process (i.e., the expresssion "Project=Field(ID)+Sub-route: bumon" shown in 
FIG. 18(a) means that "A node for referring to project type data generates and executes 
child processes as an activity of the node by using a definition of a project referred to by 
the node. Also to generate and execute child processes using the same project 
"bumon", the node can circulate data to different users (or departments) by separately 
setting IDs of the child processes, that is, the name data thereof; [col. 6 lines 41-49]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/564,183 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2169 

Ohsaki teaches registering, in a memory, a user ID to be uniquely assigned to 
each registered user that performs operations for a node providing a general node 
corresponding to the process object and a function node that is a program for 
performing a process (i.e., the user management program 34 controls the authorization 
of persons in charge to participate in the workflow system. Thus, the user management 
program 34 registers user information in the user information storage 39 and makes 
access to the user information as needed... In the project "definition A" shown in FIG. 
4(a), when a process using the project "definition A" is started, a person in charge of an 
activity corresponding to the Node A is first assigned to a person who is substituted for 
process data User ID. After the end of the activity, an activity corresponding to a Node B 
is assigned to a superior of the user who has executed the activity of the Node A; [col. 9 
lines 46-67 and col. 10 lines 1-23]). 

Ohsaki teaches setting the function node as a child node of the general node 
corresponding to the process object for which the process corresponding to the function 
node should be performed (i.e., since bumon.sub.-prj is set as the prototype attribute of 
the project, child processes created as the activity of the node by using the project of a 
project definition ID (bumon.sub.-prj) are set, and then the values are set to data in the 
child processes, that is, the variable IDs. To operate a slip as duty processing, the node 
generates as many child processes as array elements and executes the child processes 
in parallel, because the node is set so as to refer to a project type array; [col. 6 lines 56- 
64]). 
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Ohsaki teaches setting the general node as a parent node of the function node 
(i.e., first, when the client request management program 33 receives a request to set 
the value, an evaluation logic is called using the current process "definition C: COOT' as 
a "parent process" (step S101); [col. 11 lines 51-54]). 

Ohsaki teaches storing information of the set child node into the memory by 
associating the information with the general node that is the parent node (i.e., storing 
means for storing a program for causing a computer to execute the steps of introducing 
as one node of a workflow a node that includes a project type variable capable of 
handling a combination of a data set and a route integrally, and designating the project 
type variable as an array, thereby treating as one node a plurality of child processes to 
be branched synchronously; and transmitting means for reading out the program from 
the storing means and transmitting the program; [col. 4 lines 58-67]). 

Ohsaki teaches setting registered user operation authority, of each user ID for 
each registered user for each of the general nodes, and storing the registered user 
operation authority into the memory by associating the registered user operation 
authority with the general node (i.e., the user management program 34 controls the 
authorization of persons in charge to participate in the workflow system. Thus, the user 
management program 34 registers user information in the user information storage 39 
and makes access to the user information as needed. When a new user attempts to log 
on the system by using the manipulating computer terminal 20, the user management 
program 34 checks an ID and a password entered by the user. The user information 
storage 39 retains information such as organizations which users belong to, hierarchical 
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structures of the organizations, relationships between the users and their superiors, and 
the range of the authorities of the users. Reference is made to the information to assign 
a person in charge to a next activity; [col. 9 lines 46-59]). 

Ohsaki teaches setting function node operation authority for each of function 
nodes, and storing the function node operation authority in the memory by associating 
the function node operation authority with the general node (i.e., FIGS. 4(a) and 4(b) are 
illustrations of an example of a registered project. In this case, it is assumed that a 
project "definition A" and a project "definition B" are previously registered. The projects 
are registered as a unit of a combination of the workflow definition and the data 
definition... In the project "definition A" shown in FIG. 4(a), when a process using the 
project "definition A" is started, a person in charge of an activity corresponding to the 
Node A is first assigned to a person who is substituted for process data User ID... In the 
project "definition B" shown in FIG. 4(b), when a process using the project "definition B" 
is started, the person in charge of the activity corresponding to the Node A is first 
assigned to the person who is substituted for the process data User ID. After the end of 
the activity, a person in charge of an activity of a Node C is assigned to a person who is 
substituted for process data Reviewer. Furthermore, a person in charge of the activity 
corresponding to the Node B is assigned to the superior of the user who has executed 
the activity of the Node A. The project "definition A" has a "definition A" as the definition 
ID, and the project "definition B" has a "definition B" as the definition ID, respectively; 
[col. 9 lines 65-67 and col. 10 lines 1-23]). 
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Ohsaki teaches causing the function node to execute the process only when the 
process is permitted by the registered user operation authority, of the registered user 
requesting the process, set in the general node that is a parent node of the function 
node, and, when execution of the process corresponding to the function node is 
requested by any function nodes, causing the function node to execute the process only 
when the process is permitted by the function node operation authority, of the function 
node that requests the process, set for the general node that is the parent node of the 
function node (i.e., to operate the slip, the node generates as many child processes as 
array elements and executes the child processes in parallel, because the node is set so 
as to refer to the project type array. At this time, the different project IDs (soumu.sub.- 
prj, keiri.sub.~prj and eigyou.sub.--prj) are evaluated, and different types of child 
processes are set. Routes defined by the separate projects are used, and data is 
transmitted to the departments by using the separate routes to be approved by the 
respective persons in charge in the departments. The child processes go to a next node 
in synchronization with one another; [col. 7 lines 13-26]. First, when the client request 
management program 33 receives a request to set the value, an evaluation logic is 
called using the current process "definition C: COOT' as a "parent process" (step S101). 
Then, the first data name portion of the data name to be substituted is set for 
"Evaluation data name" (step S102). Then, an array subscript portion of the first data 
name of the data name to be substituted is set for "INDEX" (step S103). Then, a portion 
of the substitution data name excluding Evaluation data name and INDEX is set for 
"Remaining phrase" (step S104). Since the substitution data name is "Depts[1]. UserlD", 
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"Depts", "[1]" and "UserlD" are obtained as "Evaluation data name", "INDEX" and 
"Remaining phrase", respectively; [col. 11 lines 51-64]). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 2, (Currently Amended) Ohsaki teaches setting, for each of the 
general node, non-registered user operation authority that is operation authority of a 
non-registered user and storing the non-registered user operation authority in the 
means memory by associating the non-registered user operation authority with the 
general node (i.e., when a new user attempts to log on the system by using the 
manipulating computer terminal 20, the user management program 34 checks an ID 
and a password entered by the user. The user information storage 39 retains 
information such as organizations which users belong to, hierarchical structures of the 
organizations, relationships between the users and their superiors, and the range of the 
authorities of the users; [col. 9 lines 51-58]). 

Ohsaki teaches causing the function node to execute the process only when the 
process is permitted by the non-registered user operation authority set for the general 
node that is the parent node of the function node, when execution of the process 
corresponding to the function node is requested by the non-registered user (i.e., a node 
for referring to project type data generates and executes child processes as an activity 
of the node by using a definition of a project referred to by the node. Also to generate 
and execute child processes using the same project "bumon", the node can circulate 
data to different users (or departments) by separately setting IDs of the child processes, 
that is, the name data thereof; [col. 6 lines 42-49]). 
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12. Regarding claim 3, (Canceled). 

13. Regarding claim 4, (Currently Amended) Ohsaki teaches sending a message in 
which at least any one of the function node or the user is a sending origination and at 
least any one of function nodes is a destination, detecting presence or absence of 
execution of a predetermined event process at the sending origination, and sending the 
message received from the sending origination according to the detection result (i.e., 
see FIG. 2A). 

Ohsaki teaches receiving the message to the destination, when receiving the 
message, sending a message having the destination as a sending origination to the 
destination or causing the destination to execute a predetermined event process 
according to a condition that is set beforehand (i.e., when the client request 
management program 33 receives a request to set the value, an evaluation logic is 
called using the current process "definition C: C001" as a "parent process" (step S101). 
Then, the first data name portion of the data name to be substituted is set for 
"Evaluation data name" (step S102). Then, an array subscript portion of the first data 
name of the data name to be substituted is set for "INDEX" (step S103). Then, a portion 
of the substitution data name excluding Evaluation data name and INDEX is set for 
"Remaining phrase" (step S104). Since the substitution data name is "Depts[1]. UserlD", 
"Depts", "[1]" and "UserlD" are obtained as "Evaluation data name", "INDEX" and 
"Remaining phrase", respectively; [col. 11 lines 51-64]). 
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14. Regarding claims 5-7, (Canceled). 

1 5. Regarding claim 8, (Currently Amended) Ohsaki teaches receiving only a 
message sent from a sending origination set in a predetermined access list (i.e., see 
FIG. 9A). 

16. Regarding claim 9, (Currently Amended) is essentially the same as claim 1 
except that it sets forth the claimed invention as an apparatus rather than a method and 
rejected for the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 

17. Regarding claim 10, (Currently Amended) is essentially the same as claim 2 
except that it sets forth the claimed invention as an apparatus rather than a method and 
rejected for the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 

18. Regarding claim 1 1 , (Canceled). 

19. Regarding claim 12, (Previously Presented) is essentially the same as claim 4 
except that it sets forth the claimed invention as an apparatus rather than a method and 
rejected for the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 



20. Regarding claims 13-15, (Canceled). 
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21 . Regarding claim 16, (Previously Presented) is essentially the same as claim 8 
except that it sets forth the claimed invention as an apparatus rather than a method and 
rejected for the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 

22. Regarding claim 17, (Currently Amended) is essentially the same as claim 1 
except that it sets forth the claimed invention as a computer-readable recording medium 
rather than a method and rejected for the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 

23. Regarding claim 18, (Canceled). 

24. Regarding claim 19, (New) is essentially the same as claim 9 and rejected for 
the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 

Conclusion 

25. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

26. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Truong V. Vo whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1796. The Examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thr. 7:30a. m.-5p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Pierre Vital can be reached on (571) 272-4215. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

July 11,2008 
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Truong Van Vo 

/Truong V Vo/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2169 



/Pierre M. Vital/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2169 



